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1. Annuity charged on whole estate—Rights of annuitant— 
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bounty.— Whitaker, Re, tun. es W.R. 
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4. Deed of arrangement—Registration—Material alteration 
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r. 66.—Hawkins, Ex parte, Bradbrook, Re, arr. ooo «= Welle 

9, Fraudulent pre ference—Payment. made to revive debt barred 
by statute—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, e. 48.—Gaze, Kx parte, Lane, 
Re, nxcy. oe W.R. 

10. Inj unction—Application to reetrain action against debtor’s 
firm—Jurisdiction.—Chie/ Oficial Receiver, Ex parte, liga ° 
Hodge, Re, nxcy. 

11, Landlord and tenant—Distress—Bankruptcy Act, 1983, 8. 

42.—Chapple, Re, cu.p. cu1Ty, J. 


ere 


eee ace ee ave 


12, Liquidation by arrangement—Refusal of disch irge—Clozing 
of liquidation—Subsequent meeting—Right of creditors to grant 
|  discharge—Bankruptcy Act, 1869, s. 125 Bankruptcy (Dischargs 
610| and Closure) Act, 1887, s. 2.—Hart, Ex parte, Hart, Re, sxcy. 

| 8. Je 592 

13. Objection to petition—Assent of petitioning creditor to 
deed of assigument—Recciving order on petition of another oredi- 
tor—Petition dismissed, with costs—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, e. 7.— 
Rook, Ex parte, Smith, Re, nxcy. ... we =o WLR. 558 

14. Proof — Unliquidated damages — Misrepresentation by 
| debtors on purchase of debentures—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s. 37. 

— Stone, Ex parte, Giles, Re, nxcy. ... _ 8.J. 470 
15. Shipowner adjudicated bankrupt in Ireland after loss of 
ship—lInsurance moneys collected by agent without notice of 
adjudication and paid to owner—Action by aseignee in bankruptcy 
against agent—lhish Bankruptcy Act, 1857, ©. 267.—McEntire v. 
Potter, a.B.D. nee W.R, 


See also Solicitor, 3, 5, 


673 | 


439 | 


607 


eee eee eee eee 


BILL of EXCHANGE :— 
Forgery of name of payee—Forgery cf indoisement—Payce 
‘* fictitious or non-existing person ’’?—Banker—Estoppel —Negli- 
gence —Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, s. 7, sub-section 3.—Vagliano 
v. Bank of England, arr. .. W.R. 640 


BILL of SALE :— 

1. Defeasance—Registration of collateral security —Promissory 
note—Bills of Sale Act, 1878, s. 10, sub-section 3.—Onn v. 
Fisher, cu.D. CHITTY, J. S.J. 489 

2, Priority—Absolute assigument. ‘not registorcd—Subsequent 
registered bill given as security for money—Dclaying creditors 
urd:r 13 Eliz. c. 5—Bills of Sale Acts, 1878, ss, 4—8, and 1882, 

e. 3.—T'uck v. Southern Counties Deposit Bank, cu.v. kay, J. S.J. 454 

3. Validity—Schedule—Insuflicienoy of description of chattels 
— Bills of Sale Act, 1882, 8. 4.—Carpenter v. Deen, arr. 5.J. 590 


See also Mortgage, 1. 


620 


504 | BUILDING SOCIETY.—See Vendor and Purchaser, 4. 


| CESTUL QUE VIE:— 
Production of—Order that cestui que vie bo taken to be deal— 


. 499 6 Anne, c. 18.—Pople, Re, Baker, Ex parte, cu.p. NortH, 4 W.R, 554 


CHARITY :— 
1, Charitable trust—Real cstats—Void deed—Resulting trust 
| —Possestion of trustees—Mortmain Act (9 Geo, 2, c. 36), 8. 3— 
| Statutes of Limitations—3 & 4 Will 4,c. 27; 37 & 33 Vict. c. 57. 
| —COhurcher v. Martin, ca.p. KEKEWICH, J. W.R. 682 
2. Charitable trast—Validity—Mortmain—9 Geo, 2, c. 36.— 
| De Rosaz, Re, Rymer v. D: Rosaz, cu.v, NortH, J. oud 8.J. 55) 
3. Mortmain—Assignment of “ rates, tolle, rents, &c.”—Bridgo 
| tolls—Interest in land—9 Geo. 2, c. 36.—David, Re, Buckley v. 
Royal National Lifebvat Institution, cu.p. Nort, J. W.R. 613 
4, Mortmain—tHonduras, British—Mortmain Act (9 Ge». 2, c. 
| 36).—dex v. McKinney, r.c. W.R. 577 


eee tow ere 


700 | COMPANY :— 

1, Call—Essentials of a call—Transfer of shares—Time for 
ascertaining indebtedness—Obligation to register trausfer—Recti- 
fication of register—Companies Act, 1862, e. 35.—Cawley “— Co., 

Re, Hallett, Ex parte, arr. = W.R, 692 
| 2. Debenture—Charge on the undertakiag— Whether public or 


. 470 private-—Right to sale of uadertaking or appvintment of manager 
—Conveyancing Act, tng e. 19.—Blaker v. Herts and Hesex 
508 | Waterworks Co., cu.v. Kay, J we oe .  W.R, 601 
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3. Dzbenture — Mortgage — Receiver — Right of debenture- 
holders to teke possession of sll the assets of the compseny—Com- 
panies Act, 1862, ee. 87, 163—Conveyancing Act, 1881, ss, 19, 24. 
—Pound v, Hutchins, cu.p. KAY, J. ... ove ay 8.J. 

4. Debenture-holder—Application of moneys inconsistently 
with provisions of trust deed—Power of majority of debenture- 
holders to bind minority.— Hay v. Swedish and Norwegian Rati- 
way 00., APP. s.+ 8 J. 

5. Mavaging director—Quolification—Holding shares ‘fin his 
own tight ’—Power to remove managing director—Injunction— 


Extraordinary general meeting.— Bainbridge v. Smith, arr. W.R. : 


6. Practice—Security for costs—Domiciled Frenchman resident 
in Scotland—Action in Queen’s Bench Division—Winding-up pro- 
ceedings—Claim in—Power of Scotch courts to enforce order in 
winding-up proceedings in Eogland—Judgments Extension Act, 
1868—Judicature Act, 1873, 8. 76.—Howe Machine Co., Re, 
Fontaine's claim, cu.D. NORTH, J. oes oe §€6©6L WR 

1. Rectification of register of members —Invalid allotment of 
shares—Meetivg of directors irregularly convened—Omission to 
give notice to some directore.— Portuguese eid Mines, Re, 
yee - 8 J. 

8. Rectification of regicter—Shares issued at a diecount—Sub- 
requent assent of allottee—Evidence of such assent—Companies 
Act, 1867, s. 25.—Railways’ Time T'ables Publishing Co., fe, 
Sandys’ case, APP. as Wells 

9. Shares—Payment in cach—Set- off of present debt of com- 
pany against liability to future calls on shares—Companies Act, 
1867, e. 25.—Jonea, Lloyd, & Co., Re, cu.D. NORTH, J. «+. W.R. 

10. Tramways—Winding up—lInquiry as to promoters directed 
by Board of Trade—Injunction to restrain inquiry —Companies 
Act, 1862, s, 87—Tramways Act, 1870, ss, 4, 42, 44,.—Ponty- 
pridd, &c., Valley Tramways Co., Re, cH.D. NORTH, J. «+ W.R. 

11. Voluntary winding up—Sale of assets to new company— 
Compromise with creditors—Validity—Sanction of court—Com- 
panics Act, 1862, s. 161—Joiut Stock Companies Arrangement 
Act, 1870, s. 2.— Nicholl v. Eberhardt Co., arr. wo 8.J. 

12, Voluntary winding up—Sale of assets to new company— 
Special resolution—Validity—Sanction of court-—Time for ob- 
taining eanction—Companies Act, 1862, s, 161.—Callao Bis Co., 
Re, cu.D, NoRTH, J. eee eee eee eee S.J. 

arr. §.J. 

13. Winding up—Contributory—Agreement to ‘‘ underwrite” 
shares—‘‘ Underwrite at a discount ”—Commission—Liability of 
underwriter under ugreement.— Licensed Victuallers’ Trading As- 
8 ciation, Re, arr. = W.R 

14. Winding up—Locus ‘standi ‘of petitioner—" Creditor ” 
CGarnishee order absolute—Companies Act, 1862, s. 82.—Com- 
bined Weighing, &c., Machine Co., Re, cu.p. NORTH, Ieee 8.J. 

15. Winding up—Provable debt—Land held by company sub- 
ject to perpetual rent-charge—Proof for arrears accrued duo after 
winding up.— Blackburn Benefit Building Society, Re, arr. 8.J. 

16, Windivog up—Undertaking of company for public benefit— 
Sale of undertaking.— Barton-upon-Humber Water Co., Re, cu.v. 
NOKTH, J. eee eee eee eee coe S.J, 


See also Deceit ; Practice, 22; Vendor and Purchaser, 4. 


CONSPIRAOY :— 
Combination of traders to monopolize trade—Exclucion of 
rival traders—Legulity of combination.— —_— Steamship Co. v. 
McGregor, AvP. os eee 600 * oes S.J. 


CONTEMPT :— 
Committal—Newspaper— Publication tending to eigaeed trial 
of action—Coste.—/unt v. Clarke, O’ Malley, Re, avr.. S.J. 


CONTRACT :— 
1, Accord and salisfaction—Question of fast.—Day v. McLea, 
ee . W.R. 
2. Conflict of lawe— Lex loci contractus—Lea fori—Law of the 
flag—Intention of the parties—Ship—Contract of affreightment 
—Bill of lading—Exceptions—Negligence of master and crew 
—Public policy.— Missouri Steamship Co., Re, arr. ... W.R, 
3. Statute of Frauds—Agreement to grant lease—No tenant 
named in body of agreement—Agreement signed by person not 
named—Specific performance.—Stokell v. Niven, arr. ... S.J. 
4. Statute of Frauds, s, 4—Guarantee—Indemnity—Agreement 
not to be performed within a year.—Hammond v. Meadows, cu ov. 
NORTH, J. ree 8.J. 
5. Surety—Principal and surety—Gruarantee—R lease of surety 
—Time given to principal debtor-—-Clarke v. Birley, cu.p. NORTH, J. 
8.J. 


COrYHOLDS:— 
1. Copyhold Act, 1887, 5, 11—ValuationEnfranchieement of 
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copyhold land—Vower of commissioners to review valuation— 

‘‘Tmperfect or erroneous.”—Reg. v. Land Commissioners of 

England, arr. ... ia W.R. 533 
2. Presumption of enfranchisement —No claim by lord of manor 

for seventy years—Statute of Limitations (3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27), 8. 

2--Real Property Limitation Act, 1874, s. 1—Vendor and Pur- 

chaser Act, 1874.—LZidiard and Jackson, Re, cu.p. Kay, 3. S.J. 623 


COPYRIGHT :— 
1, Book — Registration — ‘‘ Title’’ — Illustrated catalogue — 
Copyright Act, 1842, se. 13, 24.—Harris v. Smart, arr. 8.J. 553 
2. Infringement — Iojunction — Registration — Newspaper — 
Copy from circular confidentially supplied—Copyright Act, 1842, 
se, 18, 19—Newspaper Libel and Registration Act, 1881, se. 5— 


10. —Cate v. Devonand Exeter, &c., Newspaper Co., cu.D. NORTH, J. 
W.R. 487 


COSTS :—- 

1, Administration action—Unreasonable conduct of procecd- 
ings—Disallowance of taxed costs of exeoutor out of the estatc— 
Allowance only of such sum as would have ben incurred for costs 
of proceedings properly conducted—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 65, rr. 1, 


11.—Brown v. Burdett, arr. eee eee W.R. 533 
2. Mortgage—Foreclosure action—Interest on costs—1 & 2 Vict. 
c. 110, «. 19.— Eardley v. Knight, cu.p. kay, J. _— W.R. 7O0t 


3. Practice—Trial with jury—Discretion of judge—G.od cause 
—Ord. 65, r. 1.—Hualey v. West Loudon Extension Railway Co., 
Hele ese W.R. 625 

4. Solicitor—Interest—C sts payable out ‘of fund—Solicitors’ 
Remuneration Act, 1881, General Order, r. 7—1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, 
se. 17, 18—-23 & 24 Vict. c. 127, 8, 27—R. 8S. C, 1883, ord. 4l, r. 

3; ord. 42, r.16.—Marsden's Estate, Re, Withington v. Neumann, 
CH.D, CHITTY, J. ose ove eee jae ins V.R. 525 

5. Taxation—" Business connected with . . . leases”’— 
Negotiations preliminary to granting of lease with pereons other 
than the leesee—General Order under Solicitors’ Remuneration 
Act, 1881, clause 2, sub-sections (6) (c) ; schedule 1, part 2— 

“ Scale fee.’"— Martin, Re, Lun. ove oe W.R. 497 

6. a. or lower scale—* Principal relief sought” 
—Injunction—R.° S. C., 1875, ord. 6, r. 2.—Rust v. Victoria 


Graving Docks Co., arr. .«., ‘. 8.J. 438 
is Taxation—Solicitor and client —Payment o probate duty.— 
Lamb, Re, a.%.D.. we «== W.R. 506 


8. Trustee—Originating | ‘summons—Jurisdictioa—Administra- 
fio of trast—R. S. C., 1883, ord. 55, rr. 3, 5; ord. 65, r. 1.— 
Medland, Re, Eland v. ’Medland, APP. <s 8.J. 507 

See ‘aleo Company, 6 ; County Court, 1, 2; Practice, 5 5, 7, 8, 
10, 23, 25; Settled Land, 2; Solicitor, 1, 4—T; Trustee, 2, 3. 


COUNTY COURT :— 

1, Costse—Action on contract under £50—Summary judgment 
under order 14 within twenty-one days of service of writ—County 
Courts Act, 1888, s. 116.—Banks v. Bullock, a.B.p. (STEPHEN, J., 
CHAMBERS) oe ~ SJ. 

2. Costs—Action to recover less than £50—Judgment under 
order 14 for sum exceeding £20, but les; than amount claimed— 
Subsequent recovery of balance—County Courts Act, 1888, s. 116. 
— Barker v. Hempstead, a.3.v. eee .. =  W.R. 685 

3. Practice—Appeal from county court—Appellant to furnish 
copy of judge’s notes—County Courts Act, 1888, e. 121—Rules 
of Supreme Court, 1883, ord. 59, rr. 13, 17. —Mc@rah v. Cart- 
wright, Q.B.De see eee eee oon coe §€©30 WR, 619 


qr 
LS) 
ur 


COVENANT :— 
Restrictive covenaut—Use of land — Notice — Building estate 
sold in lote—Sub-division of lot—Right of owner of part to 
enforce covenant against owner of other part. —King v. Dickeson, 
CH D. NORTH, J. ose sae W.R. 553 
See also Landlord and Tenant, ‘L, 2,3; ‘Limitation, Statates 
of, 1; Specific Performance ; Vendor ‘and Parchaeer, 4, 


a 


CRIMINAL LAW :—= 
1, Bigamy—Mens rea—24 & 25 Vict. c. 100, 8. 57.—LReg. v. 
Toleon, c.c.R. eee coe «= We. 716 
2. Committal at petty sesoions—Trial at quarter scesions—Guilt 
of prisoner determinable by court “‘ before whom he is brought” 
—Amendment of indictment—Prevention of Crimes Act, 1871, «. 
1, sub-section (3)—Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, s. 17. — Reg. 


v. Willcox, c.c.r. a fF 
3. Sea fishery officers—Enforcement of Sea Fisheries Act, 1883 
(46 & 47 Vict. c, 22).—Zeg. v. Cubitt, a.n.v. oo «©3606 WR. 492 


CRUELTY to ANIMALS :— 
Dishorning cattle—Whother the operation of dishorning is 
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cruelly within section 2 of 12 & 13 Vict. c. 92 (An Act for the 


Further Prevention of Cruelty to Animals).—Ford v. “or 


Q.B D. eee eve toe eee eee eee 


DECEIT :— 
Company—Mierepresentation in prospectus—Liability of direc- 
tors—Legal fraud.—Derry v. Peek, 4.1. ese ove S.J. 


DISTRESS :— 
Warrant—Sewers rate—Person to execute—12 & 13 Vict. ¢. 50. 
—Symonds v. Kurlz, a B.v. eee vee tee 8.J. 


DIVORCE :— 
1.. Deed of separation—Subsequent adultery—Damages claimed 
—Measure of damagee.—Izard v. Izard and Leslie, r.v. & -—" ~ 
2. Incestuous adultery of petitioner—Condonation—Discretion- 
ary bar—Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857, c. 31.—Stoker v. Stoker, 
rv. & ADs W.R. 
3. Practice—The Legitimacy Declaration Act, 1858, | s. 7—The 
Greek Marriages Act, 1884—Citation of parties to see proceedings 
—Application to set down cause for trial—Direction of registrar as 
to parties.—Brinkley v. Attorney-General, Scaramanga v. 
Attorney-General, v.v. & a.v. eee ove oo Wk 
4. Practice—No evidence against co-respondent—Application 
to dispense with co-respondent —Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857, 
eg. 28.— Gill vy. Gill, p.p. & AD. po eee ven W.R. 
5. Practice—Petition for dissolution—Counter-charge of adul- 
tery—Rebutting evidence—When it may be given.—Jackman v. 
Jackman and Willoughby, v.v. & av. vee coe «=| CW 


DOMICILE :— 
Intestacy—Lex loci—Leascholds in England belonging to 
Scotch testator—Devolution.— Duncan and Lawson, Re, cu.v. 
KAY, Je ose eee eee eee eee eee W.R. 


EASEMENT :— 
Interference with easement—Prescription Act (2 & 3 Will. 4, c. 
71), e. 3—Ecclesiastical building—Mural decorations. —Attorney- 
General v, Queen Anne’s Mansions Co., cu.p. KEKEWricH, 3. W.R. 


ECCLESIASTICAL LAW :— 
Injunction—Church way within churchyard—Removal of steps 
from road to churchyard—Faculty—Ecclesiastical court—Juris- 
diction—Parishioner. —Batten v. Gedye, cu.D, KAY, J... W.R. 


ELECTION LAW :— 

1, County council—Female candidate—Legal incapacity—Votes 
thrown away—Special case—Right of appeal—Judicature Act, 
1881, s,14—Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, 8s. 9, 11, 63, 93, 
sub-section 7; «. 242, sub-section 3—Local Government Act, 
1888, s. 2.—Beresford-Hope v. Sandhurst, a.n.v. ooo «6h WR 

arp. W.R. 

2. Municipal ¢lection petition — Corrupt practices—Person 
implicated—‘‘ Opportunity of being heard by himself ”—Counsel 
and solicitor—Right of audience—Municipal Elections (Corrupt 
and Illegal Practices) Act, 1884, s. 23, schedule III., part 2— 
Corrupt and Illegal Practices Prevention Act, 1883, s. 38 (1).— 
Reg. v. Mansel Jones, a.3.v. one vee eee 

3. Municipal election petition—Notice to person about to be 
reported for bribery—Refusal of certificate of indemnity—Prose- 
cution by Director of Public Prosecutions before election court— 
Person so prosecuted not before the court—Court of opinion that 
the evidence is sufficient to put person upon his trial—Order for 
prosecution on indictment at astiz2s—Summons to attend before 
justices to be committed for trial—Necessity for election court to 
take evidence de novo for purposes of prosecution—Crimiual pro- 
cedure preliminary to commitment for trial—Certiorari—Munici- 
pal Elections (Corrupt and Illegal Practices) Act, 1884, ss. 23, 28, 
30.—Jteg. v. Shellard, Hereford Municipal Election Petition, Re, 


Q.B.D. eee eee eee ove ore eee W.R, 


EVIDENCE :— 

1, Admiesibility — Declaration against intereat — Revoked 
codicil—Administration action.—Bowes, Re, arr. ous 8.J. 

2. Legitimacy of children—Divorce for adultery of wife— 
Statements made by co-respondent—Evidence of husband—Proof 
of official document in foreign country—Evidence to contradict 
presumption of access— Settlement—Power—Fraudulent exercise 
—dJoint appointment by husband and wife—Power of revocation 
reserved to husband alone—32 & 33 Vict. c. 68, s. 3—14 & 15 
Vict. c. 99, &. 7.—Burnaby v. Baillie, cu.v, NORTH, J. 400 S.J. 


W.R. 709 
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EXECULOR :— 
1, Administration—Statutory notices for ereditorse—22 & 23 
Vict. c. 35, 8. 29.—Frewen, Re, Frewen v. Frewen, ou.p, NortH, J. 


S.J. 490 
2. Assent to legacy.—Charik, Re, Abrahame v. Charik, cu.v. 
NORTH, J. see occ eee S.J. 440 
See also Costs, 1; Infant, 1. 
HABEAS CORPUS :— . 
Coutempt.—Reg. v. Barnardo, arr. eee oes 8.J. 609 


HAWKER :— 
Unlicensed hawker—Hawkers Act, 1888—Locsl Act—Reser- 
vation of market rights. —Openshaw v. Oakley, Q.B.D. «+ S.J. 491 


HUSBAND and WIFE :— 
1. Liability for ante-nuptial debts of wife—Previous unsatisfied 
judgment against wife—Married Women’s Property Act, 1882.— 


Beck v. Pierce, arr. oe om 8.J. 609 
2. Separate estate—Presumption ‘ot gift by wife to husband. os 
Flamank, Re, Wood v. Cock, cu.p. KAY, 3. ose ee => W.R. 502 


3. Separate estate—Purchase of land by husband with wife’s 
monoy—Statute of Fraude.—Williame v. Hudson, cu.p. KEKE- 
WICH, Teeve oe eee ore eee SJ. 541 

See also Settlement 5. 


INFANT :— 

1. Bequest of residue—Property held in trust for infant— 
Application of income for maintenance of infant—Power of 
executor—Conveyaucing Act, 1881, e. 43.—Smith, Re, Hender- 
son-Roe v. Hitchina, cu.D. NORTH, J. os0 eee W.R. 705 

2. Guardian—Certificate of naturalizstion—Children born ‘in 
France of naturalized British subject—Naturalization Act, 1870, 

&. 7.—Bourgoise, Re, avr... ove eee eee W.R. 563 


INLAND REVENUE :— 

1, Agreement to sell goodwill of business—“ Conveyance or 
transfer on sale”—Ad valorem duty—Stamp Act, 1870, s. 70, 
schedule.—Lewis (James) & Sons v. Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue; Angus & Co. v. Commissioners of Inland Revenue, a.n.v. 


W.R. 509 
2. Game—Sale of foreign partridges in close time—1 & 2 Will. 
4, c. 32, s. 4.—Guyer v. Regina, a.3.v. eve rae W.R. 586 


3. Income tax—Short loan—Deduction of income tax from 
interest—16 & 17 Vict. c. 34, s, 40.—Goslings & Sharpe v. Blake, 
APP. oe eee eee eee eee 8.J. 558 
See “also J ustices, 2—4, 


INSU RANCE.:— 
1. Fire—Policy determinable on notice—-Oosts of appeal.—Sun 
Fire Office v. Hart, v.c. os ooo ||” Weeks BGI 


2. Marine—Memorandum—General and particular average— 
Free from average under three per cent. unless general. —Price & 
Co. vy. Al Ships Small Damage Insurance Oo., arr. ... W.R. 566 


JUSTICES :-— 

1, County treasurer—Churchwardens—Burial of bodies cast 
ashore—Expenses—Reimbursement—Order of justice to county 
treasurer—Form of order—Validity—-48 Geo. 3, c. 75, ss, 1, 5, 6. 
leg. v. Kent (Treasurer of), Q.B.D. +. ve WOR, 619 

2. Inland revenue—Excise—Selling epiits, "beer, and tobacco 
without a licence—Conviction under 6 Geo, 4, c. 81, 8. 26, and 4 
& 5 Will. 4, c. 85, s. 17—Appeal to quarter sessions—Notico of 
appeal—Time within which to give noticeo—7 & 8 Geo. 4, c. 53, 

8. 83—-Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, s. 31, sub-section 2— 
Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1884, 8. 6, schedule.—eg. vy. Glamor- 
gan Justices, a..D. ee §«=>6 WR. 493 

3. Licensing Acts—Licence holder ‘convicted of felony—Appli- 
cation for transfer at next special sessions—Expiration of licence 
—37 & 38 Vict. c. 49, 8. 15, and 9 Geo. 4, c. 61, 8. 14.—Stevens 
v. Bedfordshire Justices, Q.B.D, vee oe ee «=> WLR, 605 

4. Licensed house—Application for renewal of licence—Geueral 
annual licensing meeting—No notice of intention to oppose—Re- 
fusal to grant renewal—Mandamus to hold adjourned meeting 
and hear and determine pursuant to statute—Notice of intention 
to oppose served eeven days before adjourned meeting—Jurisdic- 
tion to refuse renewal—Qbedience to mandamus—Licensing Act, 
1872, 8, 42, sub-section 3,—feg. v. Howard, a.nd. ss W.R. 617 

5. Order for removal of pauper—Appeal—Summary Jurisdic- 
tion Acts, 1848, 8. 35 ; 1879, se. 31, 32, 50,54; 1884, ss, 6, 7.— 

Reg. v. Somerset Justices, aB.D. aes a ws 6a ae 
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LANDLORD and TENANT :— 

1. Lease of public-house—Covenant as to conduct of business— 
Covenant running with land—Offence against Licensing Acta—No 
indorsement on licence—Licensing Acts, 1872 and 1874—Convey- 
ancing Act, 1881, #, 14.—Fleetwood v. Hull, a.n.p. os W.R. 

2. Lease—Restrictive ee ae guesses 
—Spicer v. Martin, u.u. ... vee «Sl Wee 

3. Nuisance—Implicd covenant for “quiet enjoyt 1ent— Landlord 
derogating from grant—Special trade—Injunction.—Robingon v. 
Kilvert, arr. oe eee ove we «6d «UR. 

See also Bankruptcy, 1 le 





LEASE,.—See Bankruptcy, 7 ; Domicile ; Mortgage, 3; Vendor and 
Purchaser, 3, 


LIMITATIONS, STATUTES of :— 

1, Principal and surety—Mortgage—Joint and several covenant 
by mortgagor and surety to pay the “aforesaid ’? sum—Debt kept 
alive by payment of interest by mortgagor—Co-contractor—3 & 4 
Will. 4, c. 27, 8. 40—3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 42, ss, 3, 5—Mercantile 
Law Amendment Act, 1856, e, 14—Real Property Limitation Act, 
1874, e. 8.— Frisby, Re, Allison v. Frisby, cu.p. kay, 3. W.R. 

2. Will—Charge of debts on real estate—Advertisement for 
creditore—Statute of Limitations—Real Property Limitation Act, 
1874 (37 & 38 Vict. c. 57), & &—22 & 23 Vict. c. 35, &. 29.— 
Stephens, Re, Warburton v. Stephens, cu.D. KAY, J. ave 8.J. 

See also Charity, 1 ; Copyholds, 2 ; Local Government, 2. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT :— 

1, Highway and Locomotive Amendment Act, 1878, 8. 32— 
Exemption from licence of locomotive used solely for agricultural 
purposes—Proprietor of such locomotives for hire.—Jesse v. Hales, 
QBD, os tee W.R. 

2. Local Government Act, ‘18 58, 8. 6 2—Expenses—Street—Date 
at which charge on premises takes effect—Real Property Limita- 
tion Act, 1874, e, 8.—Hornsey Local Board v. Monarch Building 
Society, a.B.D. «. see We it 

8. Public Health Act, 1875, 8. 193—“ Allowances,’ ’— Edwards 
v. Salmon, arr. ... = SJ. 

4. Putlic Health Act, 1875, echedule 2, rr. 64, 70—Penalty— 
Person in any manner concerned in contract made by board.— 
Nutton v. Wilson, arr. ove |= Wolke 

5. Public Libraries Acts— Adoption in borough—Who entitled 
to wote—Attorney-General v. Mayor of Croydon, cu.D. sTIR- 
TING) Fovee vee. aes 

6. Rural sanitary authority—Rating powers—“ General” or 
‘* special ” expenses—Railway company— Local Government Board 
—Order conferring powers of urban authority—Public Health 
Act, 1875, es. 161, 207, 209, 210, 211, 229, 230, 276.—Zancashire 
and Yorkshire Railway Co. v. Bolton Union Assessment Com- 
mittee, APP. eos eee S.J. 

7. Weights and ‘measures—Superintendente of police appointed 
inspectors—Application of fees—County rate—Police Superannua- 
tion Fund— Weights and Measures Act, 1878, s. 47~—51 & 52 Vict. 


c. ix.— Reg. v. Kesteven Justices, a.B.D. swe co WH 
MALICIOUS PROSECUTION :— 
Reasonable and probable cause.—Zea v. Charrington, arr. §.J. 


MASTER and SERVANT :— 

1, Fines—Wages—Deductions—Payment—Truck Act (1 & 2 
Will. 4, c. 37).—Aedgrave v. Kelly, B.D. ose 

2, Negligence—Employer and clerk—Scope of ‘authority— 
Lavatory provided for use of clerks—Tap negligently left open by 
clerk—Liability of master for damage caused by.—uddiman v. 
Smith, a.3,v. oer ae ie W.R. 

3. Negligence—Hackney cab—Liability of proprietor for negli- 
gence of cabdriver—Hackney Carriages Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vict. c. 
86).—King v. London Improved Cab Co., arr. eee 8.J. 


MINES and MINERALS :— 
Waterworks Clauses Act, 1847, 8. 18—Compuleory purchase— 
Clay.— Provost of Glasgow v. Fairie, Hil. ove cco |«6=—lCU WE 


MORTGAGE :— 
1. Assignment of future book debts—Vagueness of description 
— Choses in action—Title of assignee—After-acquired property— 
Specific performance.—T'ailby v. Oficial Receiver, u.t.... W.R. 
2. Banker and customer—Security for overdraft—Notice to 
determine overdraft—Alteration of nature of security ad customer, 
—Parkinson v. Wakefield, arr. Ses 8.J. 
3. Fraud- ~Negligence—Priority —Coste.—Carr itt v. “Real and 
Personal Advance Co., cu.D. CHITTY, J. in < Wah 
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4. Receiver—Legal ataeee in sensilla Beliaibiine Act, 
1873, s. 25, sub-section 8.—Prytherch,. Re, ee” v. 
Williams (No. 2), CH.D. NORTH, Je ove pen pee 

5. Redemption—Accounts—Mortgagee in pos:ession—Mortgage 
of public-house to brewer—Lease by mortgagee as a “‘ tied” 
house—-Liability to account for brewers’ applies v. x | 
of London Brewery Co., arr. 

6. Redemption—Notice to pay off mortgage—Interest in lieu of 
notice. —Johnson v. Evans, arr. on eee 8.J. 

7. Sale by mortgagee—Error in particulars—Compensation— 
Liability of mortgagee.—TZomlin v. Luce, cu.D. KEKEWICH, J. 

NEGLIGENCE :— 

Right of support for buildings—-Negligence in construction of 
sewer—Action against rural sanitary authority—Cause of action 
accruing within six months—Public Health Act, 1875, s. 264.— 
Fairbrother v. Bury Rural Sanitary Authority, a ».v. W.R, 


PATENT :— 
Particulars of objection—Practice—General public knowledge 
—Anticipations—Patents, &c., Act, 1883, s. 29, sub-sections (3) 
(4). —Holliday v. Heppenstall, arr.... ose oo 0 Wels 


PERPETUITIES :— 
Rule against perpetuities—Will—Bequest to a clase.— Watkins, 
Re, James v. Cordeu, Arr... eee eee coe «6360 W«.R 


POOR RATE :— 
Poor rate—Rateable value—Small tenements.—Smith v. Over- 


seers of Birmingham, Arr... eee eee eee 


POWER :— 

1, General power of appointment by will—Exercise—OContrary 
intention—Wills Act (1 Vict. c. 26), ss. 10, 27.—Phillips v. 
Cayley, cH.D. KEKEWICH, J... re ar S.J. 

2. Will — Settlement — Power of appointment — Bequest— 
Execution of power—Wills Act (1 Vict. c. 26), 8. 27.—Phillips, 
Re, Robinson v. Burke, cu.p. cuHitry, J. “. alb 

3. Wills Act, s. 27— General bequest—Power of appointment 
— Power exerciseable by reference. — ZYarrant’s Trusts, Re, 
CH.D. CHITTY, Jo ove 8.0. 


PRACTICE :— 
1, Adding a plaintiff—Terms—R. S. C., 1883, ord. 16, r. 2— 
‘* Bond fide mistake '’—Coste.—Ayscough v. Bullar, arp. W.R. 
2. Amendment of pleadings—Leave to amend at trial—R. S. C., 
ord. 28, r. 1.—Hdwain v. Cohen, cu.p. NoxTH, J. Ps 
3. Amendment of writ—Addition of co-plaintiffs—Interlocu- 
tory injunction—Balance of convenience—Mine—Pumpiog out 
water—R.8.C., 1883, ord. 16, r.2.—Goodrick v. Hverglyn Oo.,cu.v. 
NORTH, J. - Je 
4. Appeal— Farther evidence—Special circumstances—R. 8. C., 
1883, ord. 58, r. 4.—Arnison v. Smith (No. 2), arr. ... Wz. R. 
5. A ppeal—Security for costs—Costs of appeal already incurred 
—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 58, r. 15.—Hdwards v. Huntley, arr. 8d. 
6. Attachment of debts—Garnishee order—Moneys in hands of 
banker—Moneys attached exceeding judgment debt—Duty of 
banker to honour cheques—R., 8, C., 1883, ord. 45, r. 1.—Zogers 
v. Whiteley, arr.... oo © W« RW 
7. Costse—Appecl from ‘Admiralty "Division. —Monkseaton, The, 
APP. eee eee eee W.R. 
8. Coste—Set- off for costs in separate actione—Solicitor’s lien 
for coste—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 65, r. 14.— Blakey v. Latham, cu.v. 
KAY, J ss oce W.R. 
93. Diecontinuance—" Before taking any other proceeding in the 
action ’’—T aking out of court money paid in by defendant—Pay- 
ing money into court in respect of counter~claim—R. 8. C., 1883, 
ord. 26, r. 1.—Spincer v. Watls, arr. oe §«=—s Ww R. 
10. Discontinuance of action—Right of defendant to corts— 
Discontinuance before appearance entered to writ—R. 8. C., ord. 
26, r. 1.— Moore v. Southern Counties Deposit Bank, arr. SJ. 
11, Discovery — Affidavit of documents — Interrogatories.— 
Morris v. Edwards, arr. ... ie 
12, Discovery—Inspection cf bankers’ books—Disclosure of 
accounts of persons not parties to action—Bankers’ Books Evi- 
dence Act, 1879, 8. 7.—Yoward v. Beall, a.z.v. Pa 
13. Discovery—Patent action—Production and inspection of 
modekk—R. 8. C., 1888, ord. 50, r. 3.—Garrard v. Edge, arr. 


W.R 
14, Injunction — Undertaking. — Thomson v. Eider, cu.v. 
CHITTY, J. eee eee S.J. 


15. Interrogatoriese—Security for costs of—Ono set for several 
defendantc—Discretion of judge—Ord. 31, r, 26.—Zder v. 
Attenborough, a.8.D. ose eee eco vee W.R. 


Aug, 3, 1889. 
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DIGEST. 7 








16. Judgment—Sequestration— Lunatic not so found—R. &. C., 
ord. 43, r.6; ord. 59, r. 5; ord. 67, r. 5.—Robinson v. Galland, 
CH.D. CHITTY, Je ose eee 

17. New trustees—Appointment—Vesting ‘order —Summons— 
Motion—R. 8. C., ord. 65, r. 13a—Trustee Act, 1850, 8. 22.— 
Peach, Re, cu.p. NoRTH, J. wt 

18, Notice of appeal—Service on third party—R. 8. C., ord. 
58, r. 2.—Salmon, Re, Priest vy. Uppleby, arr. eee 

19. Pleading—Libel—Separation of libel into parts—Jurisdic- 
tion as to part—Payment into court—Embarrassing defence— 
R. S. C., 1883, ord. 22, r. 1.—Fleming v. Dollar, a.n.v. 

20. Service of writ of summons—Foreign corporation carrying 
on business in England—Liability to be sued in England— 
R. S. C., 1883, ord. 9, r. 8.—Haggin v. Comptoir d’Escompte de 
Paris; Mason & Barry v. Comptoir a’ Escompte de Paris, arr. 


W.R. 703 


21. Service of writ of summons—Foreign partnership—Service 
on maneger at place of business within the jurisdiction—R, S. C., 
1883, ord. 9, r. 6.—Russell v. Cambefort, arr. ose 

22. Service within the jurisdiction—Scotch corporation carry- 
ing on business in England—Liability to be sued in English 
court—Companies Act, 1862, s. 62—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 9, r. 8 
ord. 11, r. 1 (e).—Watkins v. Scottish Imperial Insurance Co., 
Q B.D. eee oe eee 

23. Stay of execution—Set- off cf probable costs in another 
action—Time for making application—R. S. ©., 1883, ord. 58, 
r. 16; ord. 65, r. 27 (21).—Automatic Weighing Machine Co. v 
Combined Weighing and Advertising Machine Co., arr. 

24, Substituted service of writ—Defendant out of jurisdiction 
—Irregularity— Waiver—R. 8.C., 1883, ord. 2, rr. 4,5; ord. 11; 
ord. 70, rr. 1, 2.—F ry v. Moore, arr. ee 

25. Third party—Indemnity—Application ‘by plaintiffs after 
judgment to add third parities as defendants—Coste—-R. S. C., 
1883, ord. 16, rr. 48—54,—LHdison & Swann Electric Light Co. 
v. Holland, APP. ihe 

26. Third- -party procedure—Admission of ‘liability—-Payment 
into court—Leave to defend refused—Ord, 16. rr. 48, 52, 53— 
Ord, 36, r, 50—Official rofere2—Appeal.—Byrne v. Brown, Q.B.D. 


W.R. 592 
See also Probate, 3; Solicitor, 4, 
PROBATE :— 
1, Alteration of will—Sabstitution of sheets—No re-attestation. 
—'reloar v. Lean, p.v. & aD. eee een oe §6©6hLWW.R. 560 
2. Destruction of codicil—Erroneous impression that codicil 
void—Grant.— Thornton (Jane), Re, p.v. & A.D. ae W.R. 624 


3. Practice—Amendment at trial—Plea of fraud—Close of case 
of party propounding will—Offer of adjournment—Sarprise—New 
trial.— Riding v. Hawkins, v.v. & a.v. Soe eee 


PROMISSORY NOTE.—See Administration, 2 


SETTLED LAND :— 
1. Proceeds of sale—Znterim investment—Settlod Estates Act, 
1877, s. 34—Settled Land Act, 1882, se. 21, 33.—Tennant, Re, 
CH.D. NORTH, J. oss eee 
2. Sale by tenant for life—Capital ‘money—Costs of concurrence 

of mortgagees of life estate—Settled Land Act, 1882, ss. 20, 21, 
47, 50, 53.—Cardigan v. Curzon-Howe, arr. ie 


SETTLEMENT :— 
1, Appointment io fraud of power—Policy of assurance on life 
of settlor—Surrender of policy—Receipt of surrender value by 
settlor—Restitution—Measure of ne en Re, Bridger 


v. Deane, APP. ese eee 8.J. 488 
2. Construction—* If there should. be not. more than two chil- 
dren.” — Wilkinson v. Thornhill, cu.p. curry, 3. — S.J. 628 


3, Construction—" Next of kin in blood according to the 
Statutes of Distribution "—Exclusion of widow.—Fitzgerald, Re, 
CH.D, NORTH, J. os. eee 

4. Construction—Ultimate limitation to next of kin of wife— 
Time for ascertaining next of kin entitled —Clarke v. Hayne, on.v. 
KAY, Te ose tee eee 

5. Marriage settloment—Property settled upon wife by husband 
—Husband’s interest—Creditor’s claim—Equity to a settlement.— 
Burford vy. Sibley, ou.v. KEKEWICH, J. een ee 


See also Waste ; Will, 2. 


SHERIFF :— 
Attachment for non-payment of judgment debt—Right of 
person arrested by virtue of an attachment for debt to be taken 
to dwelling-house for twenty-four hours—Sheriffe Act, iy . 
14,.— Mitchell v. Simpson, Q.B.D, eee eee oes 8, J. 576 


8.J. 490 


S.J. 575 
8.J. 469 


W.R. 684 


W.R. 701 


W.R. 670 


W.R. 636 


W. R. 565 


W.R. 699 


W.R. 575 


Ww. R. 542 


W.R. 521 


W.R,. 552 


W.R. 667 


8.J. 610 





SHIP :— 

1, Collision—Sailing rules—Regulations for Preventing Colli- 
sions at Sea, arts. 1t (a), 22, 23.—T'uemania, The, arr. W.R. 552 
3. Damage—lIllegality of stern light carried contiauously on 

the high seas—Stern light visible within area of side light—Regu- 

lations for Preventing Collisions at Sea, art. 11—Merchant Ship- 

ding Act, 1873, e. 17—Meaning of “ overtaken ship.”—IJmbro, 

The, PD. & A.D. ose oo. §«©3©6 WR, 559 
3. Limitation of liability—Aeeessment of claims for loss of life 

in actions in personam under Lord Campbell’s Act—Form of 

decree.—Nereid, The, pp. & AD... nae W.R. 638 
4. Merchant Shipping Act, 1854, 8. 318—Certifie ate of Board 

of Trade—“ Passenger steamer ” Gratuitous pleasure trip— 

“* Plying.”—~Hedges v. Hooker, q.n.p. eee ~o- We 


SOLICITOR :— 
1. Agreement as to costs, validity cay 4 Remuneration 
Act, 1881, ss, 2, 8—General Order, r. 2, schedule 1, part 1.~ 


Mearns v. "Knapp, CH D, KEKEWICH, J. W.R. 535 
2. Application to strike off the rolle—Untrue affidavit of in- 
crease.—Solicitor, A, Re, a.B.D. es 8.J. 5al 


3. Costs—Bankeuptoy —Costs of proceedings under ‘the Act— 
Conveyancing business—Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, r. 112, and 
Appendix, Part 7, r. 2.—Board of Trade, Ex ve Parfitt, Re, 
BKCYs ose eee 8.J. 491 

4, Costse—Order on solicitor personally to pay costsa—Pract'ce— 
Rules of Court, 1883, ord. 65, r. 5.—Barnard v. Scoles, cu.v. 
NORTE, 3 . rom W.R. 663 

5. Coste—Partnership action—Bankruptcy—Transfer to Bank- 
ruptcy Court—Charge on property recovered or preserved—Soli- 
citors Act, 1860, e, 28.—Lovett, Ka parte, Nicholus & Puine, Re, 
BKCY. eee oes ooo §6©306: WR, T18 

6. Costs—Tuxation—- Lien on client's documents — Statute. 
barred items—Acknowledgment.—Curwen v. Milburn, cu.v. 
NORTH, J. eee eee 8.3, 471 

7. Costs—Taxation—Pending business—Business already com- 
pleted—Notice of election—Sale under Lands Clauses Act—Costs 
of purchaser—Grant of easement—Application of scale charge— 
Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, s, 11-—General Order, 1882, 

r. 6—Schedule 1, r. 11.-—Stewart, Re, cu.p. KAY, 3. ... W.R. 484 

8. ‘* Goodwill ”’—* Bueiness premises ’’—~Sale of *‘ goodwill ”—~ 
Possession of client’s papers—Arbitration law—Revocation of sub- 
mission—Mistake of arbitrator—Discretion of court-—3 & 4 Will. 

4, c, 42, s. 39.—James v. James, Q.8.D coe §6OW WR. 495 

9. Misconduct—Conviction of felony—Application to strike off 
rolla—Previous suspension for same offence.—Solicitor, A, Re, 
Incorporated Law Society, Ex parte,a.n.v. W.R. 574; are. W.R. 598 

10. Negligence—Liability—Payment of legacies into court by 
trustees—Payment of income to wrong person—Recouping person 
entitled—Costs.—Dangar’s Trusts, Re, cu.p. stiauinc, 3. W.R. 651 

11, Offence of permitting solicitor’s name to be used by un- 

qualified peraoon—Order made striking solicitor off the roll—Ap- 

plication to re-admi'—Jurisdiction—NSolicitors Act, 1843, e, 32.— 
Lamb (John Henry), avr. w. =«=W.R. 665 
12. Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, General Order, August, 

1882, r. 6—Sclicitor of official liquidator. —~ United Kinglom Land 

and Building Association, Re, cu.p. cuITTy, J. ae fe | 


SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE :— 


Open contract—Covenant to deliver up promises—Words “‘ or 
other casualty.””—Crosee v. Morgan, cu.D. K8KEWICH, J. W.R. 543 


TRADE-MARK :— 


1. Fancy word—Disclaimer—Patents, &c., Act, 1883, ss, 64, 


74, 90.—Burland v. Broxburn Oil Co., cu.v. outtry, J. 8.J. 592 
2, Identical marks—Patents, &c., Act, 1883, ss. 47 and 90.— 
Read and Greswell’s Design, Re, cu.v. cuttry, 5 eee 8.J. 609 


3. Injunction —~ Name of place—Desoriptive word— Stone 
Ale”"—Right by user to trade name—Rectification of register— 
Disclaimer—Patents, &c., Act, 1883, es. 64, 74.—Joules’ T'rade- 
Marks, Re, Thompson v. Montgomery, APP. ee ee = WLR. 637 

4, Registration—‘“‘ Calculated to deceive’? — Costs — Patents, 
oe ., Act, 1883, se, 69, 72, 90.—Australian Wine Importers’ 

Trade-Mark Application, Re, BPP. css eee cco §=0 Welt 578 

5. Registration—Opposed application— Words common to trade 
-—Disclaimer of exclusive right—Disclaimer after application for 
registration—Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1883, ss. 

72 (sub-section 2), 74 (sub-section 2). ee Trade- Mark 
Re, cu.D. NORTH, J. eee 8.3. 592 

6. Similarity of marke—Patents, &e., Acts, 1883, . "72, and 
1888, s, 14—Baschiera’s Trade-Mark, Re, cu.v. cuitty, 3. 8.3. 469 

7. "Trade-Marks Registration Act, 1875—Registration of trade- 
mark as applied to specific articlee—Unrestricted us2r—General 
jurisdiction of court,—Jay v. Ladler, ou.p. kexewicu,3. W.R, 505 


8 Aug, 2, 1889. 
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TRADE NAME :— 4, Sale without notice of restrictive covenantse—Mortgage t» 
Uee of similar name—Defendant having same name as —— trustees of an unregistered building society-- Power of sale to the 

— Freud—Injunction.— Turton v, Turton, arr. soe : trustees—Winding up of the society—Vesting of the property iu 
six liquidators—Power to any two of the liquidators to act— 
Conveyance by two of the liquidators—Legal estate—Companies 
Act, 1862, ae, 92, 95, 96, 199, 203—Apportionment of tithe rent- 
charge.—Ebsworth and Tidy’s Contract, Re, arr. os «=—6 We, 


TRESPASS :— 

Personal injury—Tramways company—Defective condition of 
tramway—Dangerous machine.—Sadler y. South Ptaffordshire 
Tramways Co., arr. oe eee oon os «= WR, 

| WASTE :— 

Permissive waste—Tenant for life—Claim by remainderman 


TRUSTEE:— i . : y 
1. Breach of trust—Investment of trust fund on insufficient | pane “erate at. <= Cartarge, ie, dele %. Boswen, W R 612 
. . ) 


mortgage eecurity—Liability of retired trustee—Sale of mortgaged 
property by existing trustees with concurrence of beneficiary 
without notice to retired trustee.—Salmon, Re, Priest v. Uppleby, | WATER :— 

ATP. ees S.J. 540 | Water company—Refusal or neglect to supply water—Penalty 


2. Coste— Hen c on trust fund—Apportionment between cesluis —Exclusive remedy—Waterworks Clauses Act, 1847, s. 43.— 
que trustent.— Allen, Re, Wheeler v. Foster, cup. Nontu, 3. 8.7. 576 McColla v. Clacton-on-Sea Gas and Water Co., APP. sec S.J. 627 
3. Expenses improperly incurred—Action against trustees — 
Liability of trustees to pay coste of action.—Weal/l, Re, Andrews WILL :— 
v. Weall, cu.p, Kexewicu, 3. ve des ov S.J. 630 1. Construction—Bequeet to four persons equally for life and 
See also Vendor and Purchaser, 4, their reepective children—Gift over to surviving tenants for life 
and their respective children in the same manner as their 
VENDOR and PURCHASER :— original shares — Surviving — Other — Accruer.—Bowman, fe, 
1. Conditions of sale—Right to rescind.—Slarr- Bowkett 163rd Whytehead v. Bolton, cu.p. KAY, J. ... — eee W.R. 
Building Scciety’s Contract, Re, cu.v. cuitry, J. ome S.J. 439 2. Construction—Executory trust—Direction to settle—Life 
2. Error in particulars of sale—Condition as to compensation— interest to intended husband—Second husband— Form of settle- 
Error not substantially affecting subject-matter of contract— ment.—Nash v. Allen, cup. KAY, J. oes W.R 
Restrictive covenant—Covenant not binding assigns of covenantor. 3. Construction— Legacy to “ ycunger childre n.”’—I rytherch, 


KAY, J. ose ees eee eos eee eee 


—Fawceett and Holmes’ Contract, Re, arr. ... ne S.J. 507 Re, Prytherch y. Williams, cu.p. NORTH, J. see ~ S.J. 629 
3. Loseor and lessee—Agreement for lease—Mistake—Absence 

cf fraud—Constructive notice—‘* Caveat emptor ’’— Compensation 

after granting of leate.—Clayson v. Leech, arr. » W.R. 663 


4. Construction—Residue of residue—Direction that hove of 
residue ehall sink into residue—‘'To be settled’’—Executory 
trust.—Ballance, Re, Ballance v. Lamphier, cv.v. kay, J. W.R. 600 








